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tor. John Hartingh 
POLA/PA Unit. FBI 
Edgar hoover Bldg. 

Washington, D.C. 20535 

Bear John, 

When Ralph told Jim that your records indicate we have not sent two checks Jim told 
ae f I ask^d him to obtain the dates and sums and ho told mo last night after specking 
to you. These aro 8/19, *69.42 and 6/30, *83.71. 

If we owe anything be assured we will pay it. However, the cursory chock we made 
immediately shows ve issued our check in the exact amount, *05.74 on 3/31 , the very day 
we received the letter asking for this sum. Our number is 1005. 

We do not have a check for *69.42 but we have a check that could include this if 
as I think 1 recall it was a check that covered the personal files, too. 

There was more than the usual confusion here during the earlier period. Only a short 
time after our last meeting I learned I laso have arterial problems and at that time there 
was a question about angina, too. So we could have made a mistake. 1 suggest it would help 
if your people could trace the check we did issue and send me a copy of the letter covering 
the *69.42 sum. Ve did pay for one set of papers twice and your people did return the 
check in overpayment. 

days nor are more broken up than over. One result is that I have loos time for 
this work. As a consequence some of the problems that have not been addressed are becoming 
more serious for me. I know you want to avoid *11 problems we can avoid so I'll remind 
you of some. 

First of all I f vo had to slow down. *0 more 20-hour days. I also have to walk much 
more but can't do it all at once. For a long tine I've had to get up and walk around 
every 20-30 minutes. Since v uly the routine has been to walk outdoors as much as I can 
at any one time without overdoing it. This is essential for leg circulation, tfhile in 
early August a walk of 250 yards sometimes left me woozy, I'm happy that with the medi- 
cation I'm on I can now do as much as seven miles a day. But it may take 10 interruptions 
in my work for me to do this. Sometimes as 1 seek to extend what I have been doing it 
tires me much. This reduces my effeciency and what else I can do. 

I have no one to do my filing #hd I can^t do all of it. So what I've been able to do 
has always included keeping the records I receive exactly as I receive them. GettLbg into 
some of the files now is not easy for me. Right now I'm tired from two wiles of walking 
on two occasions before the start of the usual working day, if Saturday is a working day. 

So I'm not trying to consult files. 

But I am certain there has boon no response to moot of the letters I've written over 
a long period of time with specifics of non-compliance. This remains 03 non-compliance 
to me. It m*ana added problems for mo, extra intrusions into the work I want to do. 

Before explaining this my wife is now up and about, has done some f urther/se arching 
in her records snf finds that she made a mistake and did not send the *69.42 oheok. This 
was from confusion, ft is included in the same letter with whioh the refund was. She had 
a copy of the refund check attached to it and thus overlooked it. 

Back in June, I think the 7th, we had a long discussion of some of the remaining 
problems and some of what the FBI promised it would do. I remember my disappointment 
over the claim that there were no field office indexes to the relevant files and the 
failure to come up with any of the many missing attachments. It now turns® out that there 
we no doubt that the fifrftd office files are indexed and if you want the proof I can provide 
it from the files in qu§tion. And I have received none of the missing attachments. let 
in each case another source of the attachment exists in the records. 

The problem alleged by the FBI with regard to such sources as the bounties was to 
have been resolved by writing a request to the Bounties with a carbon to me as a sign of 
good faith. I said that if this was done I would not make a further issue of it. I have 
received no such carbon and have had no word of any kind on this. So it remains that I have 
and have paid for hundreds of pages of gibberish and that the FBI persists in withhiklding 
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what ia public* Ono extreme fona was the withholding of the nano of a ranking polioa of- 
ficial who was holding a proas conference. Tne uncorrected result ia much extra work for 
no and confusion built into these files for the future. The fact is that there never was 
any legitiwato basis for t'nle kind of withholding, withholding the public. This was ag- 
gravated by tl*o broken pronisc to use the indexes of the published bookB, 

1'hia is true of Boglund, Portugal, Mexico and local Jurisdictions, ft also is true 
of Bony aspects other than those relating to polioe. ‘ 

it that meeting I was premised that there would be a review of these msokings after 
the final five volumes of headquarters files, then under review, had been completely 
processed. I recall discussion of the assignment of personnel and I believe agreement that 
your people who knew most of the eubject would not be ae request red An the fcemphia <>ni1 
other files not yet prooeseed. Now I'm told in the unsigned letter attached to one of the 
forms that this will not be done until after all else is. 1 regard that as stonewalling. 

*t is a broken promise end it is bcoec. on my acceptance of thene precises that I did 
engage iu the stipulation that I'm sure you recognize io helpful to the FBI and represents 
some compromise for me. It represents still another intrusion into my obility to write 
about these records. In feet the FBI is utill withholding the names of subpoenaed wit- 
nesses and those included in the narration at the guilty-plea hearing - what ia public 
except that withholding it from these records invites error and ootifuaian because there 
are sc many of them. 

Of a different character and illustrative of the kind I've raised separately with you 
is withholding on «ardln. 1 recall receiving no oinglg r*.oord after taking this up with 
you although last night Jim did mention the picture. It is not secret and there is and was 
no basis for withholding but it has bean continued for months. 

^re recently, I think after the stipulations were negotiated, this was done with an 
dubious informant whose name not only was known but the reports indicate that nark tVtw 
and a ^uae assassins committee oharaoter bad both spoken to him. Among others. I'm not 
checking the files. The name is o .me thing like Bunt. £ recall specifying the same thing 
with regard to Willis Sonersett, who has been dead for years, and his information, if 
that word can bo used. Remember, I wxote about him years ago. 

Wy view is that there never wac any basis for suoh withholdings, the FBI did this and 
I ought not bo victimized by it. Aside from the larger review, which was to have been 
oompletod by now and I take it will not be begun for some time, which would Include all 
these injuatif led withholdings, there are these speoifiois I have raised. Rectifying them 
presented no real problem at all yet them remain unroctified. 

If I had not been willing to trust the FBI and had not in fact depended on it to keen 
its word or if I had wanted to be vindictive, with ample Justification for feeling vin- 
dictive, I'd not have considered stipulating, how i find that the FBI is not keeping its 
word and it not responding even to specific complaints about this. 

I havo tried to be open and forthright in all of this. Aft.* reading some of the really 
dirty things the FBI has done to me over the years this did not change. As I have tried to 
lead you to believe, I want doupli&iice and to be able to do the work I've started, not 
vengeance or any kind of getting even by forcing the FBI to more work. I do not want more 
work fox* the Judge or for Jim, cither. But I do want compliance nn<i I do want it without 
unessential delayB and 1 do want it where I have been specific in complaint and where, as 
in what I'm writing about now, it really does not present any id nd of serious problem for 
the FBI. All I'm asking is that it undo what it never should have done. 

I’m not asking M Jim to rush back into court or anything like that. But I believe 

there ia a staus oall soon and unless L have your word on these things I will not again 

Jeopardize my own situation to bo cooperative and reduce the problems ■ i for others 
by the FBI. I will have no choice but to ask Jim to report these kinda of matters to the 
judge. This will include continued stonewalling on the April 15, 1975 part of the request. 
The l$st time I was able to get to court the Judge did ask about this and Jim did report 
there had not yet been complltace. 
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There remain questions about or±EO-^$ scene pictures, I have written you about this. 
There oarne a time whonJim was told something about pictures being with the Congressional 
co:acdttoe but I’m nov, positive they a r* the identical pictures. I think I havo been parti- 
cularly patient about thit because it is a request that dates to 1969 . <uid if I ©a in 
error you have not specified my error. 

Tbs Murkin file identifies end d scribes two different sets of contemporaneous pictures, 
one by the local police and one by the FBI. The pictures 1 havo received do not catch 
the descriptions in the- records. Later I was given xeroxes of a later set taken by the 
FBI, later in 1963, at the timo a trial appeared to be near. 

The mml 3 fe _*8 also do not natch, osl recall on© sot I was provided totalling 45 whereas 
the aerial specified 47. 1'his can be the ost provided with a worksheet by Ralph **erp. The 
first of three items on that undated pago is this, with Serial 146 indicated *0 the first 
of the items, 

I ar. not confue±r.£ this with the aerial photos or with newspix. I believe I am nisaing 
one of the two seta, those by the FBI or thoas of the KFD. Initially, oorisisbent with the 
FBI’s falsa swearing, and I am saying I believe this was deliberate as I am also Baying 
I would prefer not having to be pointed about this before the Judge, tbe judge was told 
thare was only the pictures of tho unidentified police department# for all th* world as 
thou*dit 1 hud not already told Tom Wioertan and Blake about thir and my source. The FBI has 
yet to correct its misrepresentation to tha judge or after uore than a year of 3 qy raising 
this In coyrt tc comply# Dugan ie bitter at saying nasty and incorrect things about me. 

If you provided tlie i-FO’c ficturos you’ll have a record. Jicwv^r, bearing on intent 
of both the FBI and nixie in this c esc, I call your attention to the MFC e rooponae on 
this. It ffclls to mention what 1 have cited from its own files. When Ifim fil>d thij in 
court rating to the Time, Inc, matter wo did net tell all wo could about it, I’m riot 
looking to hurt tha FBI but 1 am looking for belated compliance. 

I have not spocified other newspix but I’m confident that n good-faith search Trill 
shov; that the FBI obtained those of tho wire services. This proper t« a different problem 
to me. I’ve bean through tho wire service files twice, ones when I obtained then© pictures 
and paid for the, and once when I sought to replace those Judge McRae max insisted on 
having in the record of the evidentiary hearing. All I want ie clear pictures and I’ve 
already Dp; nt what for me in much in an effort to replace those in th© court record without 
getting clear copies. Tho wire cervices have destroyed their file copies fer storage apace, 

I have not been provided with any lefts-to-rlghts on tha ^ouw/Tiisotlnc. pictures. I 
believe the FBI needed and has these. They do not appear in tho issues cf LIFS in which 
some were used. Tg illustrate the kind of poohle^ this makes there ia the fact that the 
UFO's reporting states that McCullough wu 3 the first to rc©ch Icing’s fallen tody. I am not 
questioning tills but I amwondciing if the pictures LIFE used ahovfs McCullough over tho corpse. 
There should not be any question of identifications and McCullough is not the only one. There 
are Markin records referring to u "Baby Josug” without any proper naae. As us^d in that 
reporting "Baby Jesus” should appear in tho ^ouw pictures. 

You have not responded to my request fer records tho FBI released to the ghurch corn- 
nit too which used them, I explained that I do not want to quote from new 3 accounts of thaa 
because this introduces tho possibility of arror. This cars up when you o?id that compliance 
with ay requests for the political records would be delayed by the examinations of them 
required by a court order. I agreed to nil necessary delay, and in this caos none ia necessary 
because of duplicate filings, if I were given those few I want for this writing. I described 
their content, as I dp now.I do not recall whothor more than a single record ia involved# 
but it can’t be more than a couple. I asked for tho Hoover approval of tha planting of a 
story critical of King for staying at a white-owned motel. I believe this was dated 3/28/68* 

I also aaked for tho record on there not being a "black raessiah" unless he was tho FBI’b. 

This is not tho sex stuff, which is what is covered by that court order. J^eeid^s, somo of 
those files have been provided to others. It was all over the front pages and it has bean 
meny months since I asked for this. If there is any problem in providing it you have not 
told me about it. 
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Going back to the fail lire to review tJie witlilioldinga, what I regard as uiuioceosz.o^f 
withholding* and the fSI'a failure to abide by the Attorney ^eneral's policy statement 
In theaa witters, I believe that this u^ek thiu ha.) meant extra work for the FBI. I have 
had a press inquiry ubout one of tbs mahy tl. routs against jiing. In many cases those wlio 
reporter to the fU wont public on thjir own. (This reminds ne of another ca3Q in which 
you have not removed tho oblitaeratiouo. I've fort<ottai the nan's naraa, out it was a 
Columbus, oliio case.) The nan about whom 1 was asked is Otis Humphrey ^oore. I believe he 
was at Ft# good when ho soys ho was propositional In 19&5# 

Moore spoke to a wiro-eorvice reporter who is a fiend of a Washington reporter who 
phoned l.9. ffeio duplicates tho Clifton i»aird case, in which th9 l'I2I was defamed rather 

extensively and wrongly. I cited that to tho reporter who phoned m and suc*ested he 

ask tho FKL. Kith all tho obliterations X cannot say whether or not the FBI looked into 
that particular threat. I also pcint/ed out that investigation of all the earlier threat* 
wes neither noce&ury nor possible in 1969 absent scene reason to connect any one with tho 
oriaio itself# 

While you personally appear to have no oo; inaction with it I raise enother question 
I'd appreciate your talcing up with t:ioae who hanule these matters. 

There was extensive and unjustified - unjustifiable - obliteration in copies of iho 
inboxes to tne 2b nuabei*ed {29 actual) volume a of evidence givva to tfca i^aphia prosecution# 

I ootaineu those uaaor discovery. Haro again the i'Bl and Bugaa indk&ged in dal actions of 

me in tiis court record. The fact is that these indexes did exactly as I said they would, 
enabled xa to pinpoint non-ooapiiunce. 

I won to have been provided with other copies after the compliance ffrom the lid 
Murkin files had been completed, tho idea being that by then tho analysts would know 
that names did not have to be withheld# 

it is ay buliel that since tho AG's statement of :«uy no withholding from tnose 
indexes is necessary or jus taxied# I’his means that r^placin c ' tnam is a simple matter of 
xeroxing. Ralph u arp should recall reviewing r cord, t'rnt state an I do, I was to ba 
given replaces at copies# X have not roaoiveJl then and I would appreciate then as soon 
ac the copyi/ig is possible# 

I have not covered all t os-s questions hare. 'lany others, I am oonfident, have boon 
rained earlier# I would prefer '2kxt 1 not be r quirud to raioo those qunotians formally 
or in court# If I am wrong in any of this ploaae correct mo. If anj of these things 
present any real problems for the FBI let tu diacuss them. But if a si boiicvii they do 
not and in all casea ore problems uie FBI created# 1 think without need, 1 would like them 
cleared up now. They hake accumulated into significant problems for mo. 

Jim also 3pokc to mu about some pictures you mention*)! to him# X ap> reci&ta your 

taking your time to try to save me money. Thanks for it. However, while money la a problem 

for me delayed compliance la now more of a problem. So where tiieru are not large numbers 
of pictures, wklcn caana where the costs ar . not great, I'd muon rather have you i pending 
thi3 tii.c supervising compliance end would prefer to pay for such pictures even if I do 
not need taua. fids will bi trua if 5 do not succeed in obtaining recovery of all oasts,// 
zo you know 1 intend/ to ask the court# 

I surest that in t ha long ruu, it xcey bo nolpful to the F : 3I &od will/save all la tores ted 
parties, including the judge, much time if technical objections are not rained. I think 
tho ^ouw pictures represent one illustration of tide. Another is the A: eaphis polios reports 
that Giil used. My belief is that these ars covered by my 1969 requests? no matter how much 
the FBI pro tails they hr.ve no standing. The judge has already asld otherwise, I think Itoro 
than ones. Jim did not raise this point or o there X uelieve possible# would it nut be better 
to eliminate this for tho future now and save all that time and effort? 

1 take this time ouc« again to eliminate problems, no* to mak** them, and to obtain 

compliance. Because of his raeaat illnocs and dental surgery l-£ is now even acre overloaded. 
But by now the time I've* wasted in Beading couplings in this way accumulated into wore 
time f ox* me than raising these quon cions before tho judge# ^his is one of the reasons X a sk 
for assurances on which I can depend beforo the next status call# bincoroly* Harold feisberg 



